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ABSTRACT

Ir the area of textbook selection, a school board
should (1) establish a pollcy hased on the feelings of the community,
the law, and the board's views; (2) determine whether administrative
guidelines reflect board policy; (3) check whether textbook choices
are based on those guidelines; and (%) consider appeals in book
complaint cases. Everyone agrees that school boards should establish
a written policy on textbook selection. This policy should stipulate
community involvement, and provision should be made for a written
complaint form. When writing a policy, the board should consider its
legal authority and recent decisions in relevant court cases. It is
vwise to have tue board's textbook policy .checked by an attorney.
Another requirement for establishing a textbook policy is that board
members should clarify their own thinking and be prepared to counter
some of the arguments against board involvement in textbook
selection. It is difficult for a board to adopt any regulations that
inhibit teacher choice for fear of being labeled a "book burner."
Nevertheless,” it is the board's obligation to ascertain its
constituents' wishes and to represent those wiches in a fair and
legal manner. (Author/JG)
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. ~ Because | feel that some teachers have exceeded their authority and used poor
Jjudgment in The,se1ec+ion of books, ThéT the majority 6f parents do not approve of
these more objectionable materials, that these some parenis have 5een e?fecTiver
squelched in & variety of ways, that many board members would liks fo cugb the
excesses, but have abdicaTe@ifgéffireSponsfbiIi+y bécause they are intimidated by
the near certainty of beingllabeléd?;iTh unkind epithets and castigated by the

—‘,\-"
. professional educators’ and their literature, | would like to take the position that

©

the school boards do indeed hava a role in textbook selection, that that role is one

-
-]

of esTainshing a policy and that such a policy just might, after careful considera-
tiom, support those who contend that we could usc a little so-called censorshib.
Heaven knows, they-have had.precious little support up upTiI now .
| feel in the quesTion‘of textbook selection a board of education has four
responsibilities:
I. It should Q§+ablish a policy based on the feelings of the commun#Ty, Thefq
law and its own study End reflection. .

2. Boards should determine whether adminisTraTivéjguidelines carfy out their

policy. . ’ ) . ' 1
|
|
.

3. At textbook selection time, they should check to see whether the textbook

&

choices were indeed based on those gujidelines. \ e
r

4. Boards consider appcals on book complaint cases that have not been handled

3

to everyone's satisfaction at a lower level.

N
Since the last three items are self-explanatory, | will be dealing with the

first one - the board's responsibiliry in establishing a policy.. %
i
Everyone scems to agreec that boards should establish a written pol{cy on text-

bock setection. To quote from the July issue of the Americar. School Bourd Journal,
"In textbook selnction as in other curricular issues, a balance must beiachicved

among three interests: the right of the teacher to exercise judgment iﬁ his work.

|
the right of the student to learn in a climote of freedom, de the rightiof the

’ . |
paren! and the community 1o decide what their schools shouldido ond "in sgme

- 3 / \ é x\‘
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respects how their schools should do it. Without clear, written policies - ones .
that accurately reflect the communities needs and wishes, achievement of that
balance {s virtually impossible."
There is no difficulty in drafting a policy.if the teaching staff and the
community are in agreemenT as to what is appropriate - regardIeSSof vhere they
are on the permiss{vg-resTricTive spectrum. The challenge comes Qhen they disagree.
Many profes;iOnaIs feel that the board's policy should’givé them solesauthority
to make QII curricular decisions but there is a1 increasing clamor ori the part of
parente To“have a bigger voice in all school matters énd textbooks are no exception.
In a recent Gallup poll, 33% of the parents thought they should have a great deal to

say about their children's books and 43% thought they should have some.

NOTTf@O‘JOng ago, U.S. Commissioner of Education, T. H. Bell, said fhaT‘BarenTS

i

" have a right +6 expect that the schools in their teaching approaches and selection
of instructional materials will support the values and standards their children are
1éugh+ at home and if the schools cannot support jhe.e values they must at least
avoid deliberate desTrucfiop of them. Parents have the ultimate responsibility for
the upbringing of their chitdren. The schoc!s authority ends where it infringes

or this right. Ve must pay more attention to parents values and seek their advice

!

»

more frequenﬂy.7 .
So board members need to establish a policy which stipulates community involve-
ment and then the Superirntendent can devise administrative methods to implement it.
In our district, we are in the process of conducting a needs-assessment survey
to determihe the desires of our patrons on many school issues. On this survey there
is o questicen dealing with textbook selection. It is: "In some classes, siudents
may recad many Types of books roprosenfing varying points of view. Attempts have
been made to select the hest possible books. How should Worthington schools select
reading materials?
l. areful selection must bo made to stress accepted national vglues, religious

viewpninls and moral standards,

~
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2. Al booksAshouId be available with gg:fiderafion to the ages o} the student,
* 3. STudénfs should be al lowed TOIyéad books about many different polincaI, °
—moral 8nd religious philosophies.
4. No opinion. -
The parents are”to choose one. When | ran for school board, | passed mf own
and on the question "should students be required to read books containing strong

{
profanity or explicit sex", 73% of the pprents said no,

So surveys are one method of de*ermining community Thinging. ’
. I. Some reguletions call for lay participation on %exTBooK selection committees
and or on committees to make qécisions on books that have been‘qdés+i0ned.. ‘

2. Another way of avoiding probiems is to make parenT# aware ahead of time

. that a book dr course ma,; be objectionable and give the parénTS a chéice.

3. Parents might also be given Tﬁé opportunity to present a written, signed
statement to the principal of the school listing a book or books that are
ob{ecTiOnable to them and requesting that if these books are assigéed to
their children, Their‘children bé given an option. '

4. Richard Zbaracki, Professor of English and Educainn at lowa State Univer-
sity, suggested trying a qdesTIOnable book by a jury selected at random..
Also, provision should be made for a written complaint form. | would not
suggest using the National Council of Teachers of English fb;m as | feel this is
intimidating to parents but it can be adapted.
| do think rha+,_before EdopTiOn, boards should submit policy drafts to the

LN

. teaching staff for their perusal. The majority of {eachers just might approve or

-

have somc good suggestions, and even if they don't, the board will be operating in

&n open manner.
When writing a policy, the board's second considgration is its legal authority
in the state and how recent court cases throughout the country héve boen decided.
It secms thot most legislatures relegate textboc’ selection to tho local school
boérds and | know of no court decisions that have infring2d upon the right of school
£ 3
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bouards to select textbooks. Our Oh{é state statute says that the local board shall

“»

determine which textbooks shall be used in the schools under its contre!. In Ohio

we also have a new criminal code with a "harmful to minors" section.
: In a recent court case in our stale, a school board was sued for allowing

‘- Manchild in. the Promised land and One Flew Over the Cuckoo's Mest into 1he curriculum.

I might add ThaT,THis/same school board with two different members had been previously

- 7
sued for banning Cod Bless You, Mr. Rosewater. In the latter case, tried in the-U.S.

'

|

i

)

: |

District Court, the judge upheld the board's obligation and responsibility to select 1
|

|

|

|

. textbooks. In the former case, a common pleas judge, basing his decision on our new
. ’ A

criminal code, found, ard | quote, "While a court will ordinarily decide whether a /
#ork taken as a whole lacks serious literary, artistic, political, or scientific
value such determination need not necessarily be made in identical context where

° b

‘juveniles are involved. The authors themselves never intended these novels fo be

designed or used,as textbooks. The court is required to determine whether the

N

=3

material is offe;sive to prevailing standards in- the adult community with respect

to what }s suitable for juveniJes: It is difficult to think of any material except

the hardest of hard core pornography that the legislature intended to outlaw if not
. such as the subject book. _The eo;rT does find that each of these books is offensive

to prevaifing s;andards in the adult community with respec} to what is suitable for

Juveniles. The court further finds that said books are harmful to juveniles and

<

their use as to Juveniles should be enjoined. IT'obviously was the intention of

the. state legislature to place the primary responsibility for what juveniles should
see or read on their parenis." The Judge refused 1o allow the book in The general K
curriculum but consented to have it used in one course entitled "Street Literature" Lo

which the school offered. The students taking the course are required to have

» + writtyn parental pormission. |.might add that boih thece ceses are under appeal and
Pl

e WE T . v e ARt .t Gk M B . h mrs & &

so far have cost that board $19,000. Concerning parcental permission, . the decisions

have been divided but the myjority of coses uphold parents! rights. A case in

»

IHlinois said thal compulsory eduration does not deny o parent all control of the

o . , ) /%//# (; '

‘ IText Provided by ERI(
|




©

education of his child. A case in Oklahoma said that a parent may make reasonable

;elec+ion from the prescribed studies for h}s child to pursue. A case In Califor-
nia said that a parent may on reasonable grouﬁas have achild excused from taking
studies or exercises not desiréd. But another case in Illinois said that a parent
cannot insist that his child be allowed to usé a textbook different from that
adopted. A case in Massachusetts ruled"with The_grea+e§+ respect to parecnts, their
sensibilities a;e not The,full measure of what’is proper education." ‘In the
summary of an article on academic freedom in the schools which appeared in the
. National Organization of Legal Problems of Education's School Law Journal in 1973,
the author'stated in part "There are important limits to freedém of expression
‘which teachers and students alike should observe in the classroom setting. First

« .the materials to be sanctioned must be approgria?e to the age and maturity of the

‘students' leve' of development. Second to win constitutional protection presenta-

-

tion of the questionable material must Le aimed at achieving a reasonable and \

defensible educ. tional objectives. Third, teachers are subject to reasonable
r _—

IimiTa{iéﬁgmﬁlaced upon them by their employers and superiors using community
standards of propriety in the doing." )
Mr. M. A. McGhehey of ThaT.organizaTion said the imﬁbr?anT Thiné to remember
is‘+ha+ school boards must have uniform sTandard;. He cited a court ruling that
a school boarg could not fire a teacher for uging the same words in class that
_were in books they had approved for their library shelves.
‘ It secms on!x sensible to have your present policy, if you have one Sr’any

" new one that you may write, checked by an attorney.

The third requiremant for establishing a TexTSook policy is that board members

must clarify their own thinking. Since you so often hear only the professio I's

views and perhaps you would like somz ammunition to combat them,.l| would like to

<

counter their arguments.

« Their favorite, of course, is thal tecachers musi be. accorded full academic
[ [N

freedom. To quote from the Arerican Schonl Board Journal, "A public schoo)
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_’reacher"c rughf to academic f reedom is never absoi.i2. It cannot be equated with

L 4
acadamtc |lCCﬂS€. Publnc school teachers have no rinht to say and teach anything -

fhe/ like. Rather, they have a res ponsublllfy + support and help their students
achleve the educational goals and objectives for w-ich the communily, through its i

~ school board, holds its public schools responsibie.” - ] |

I f we_fai] to approve every book “that is reccrrended, we are for censorship

o

and book-burning. Thes2 are very emotional words t-at conjure up negative fceltngs

that all our free ThoughT is going-to be suppr°s~°‘ if one book or a few books are
[V

. not allowed ingo curriculum. The notion that we hzs2 to have only two alternatives,
. ]
total license or repressive censorship that woul“ czsiroy all of our freedom, is
»
irresponsible. We are not talking about the suporz:sion of ideas and opinions, we

are talking about the language and style with which *hey are presented. -
| | equate censorship with the government not a!iowihg a book to be writien or
ﬁnmlished. We are not dealing with such an issuz. we are simply saying that not
every book published should be read by any studse-+ =zt any level at any time and a
few, a &ery few books, should not be allowed in = c.olic school at all. What we
aretreally.dealing with iS‘UbdgmenT, not censors-iz. It a teacher decides to

-~ delete a book because it is raci®t or sexist, +h3f ‘s professional selection. If
a parent wants to omit material because it contalns four—leTfer words, that is .
censa}ship. Remember, censorship is a political tz-m, not a leggl one,

The very people who scream book~burner and “riznten peouple with the spectre

of,Nazi totalitarian regime never stop to consiczr —nat feachers themselves are
in a sense an instrument of the state and they a-2 -rying to deny parents individual .

4

frecdom to decidz what is best for their child., Z::s tne state through its insti-

fution of conpulsory education have the power fc i--zrvene further in the lives of
chirldren - well beyond its traditional mandate? 7-: reoal issue occurs when the
' A
teacher and parent disajree over what is appropr”z-= for a child. Who has the
-
prevai bing right to docido? By the way, lhe ver. -=cnlo who screom book-burner
@ the ones who favor o prvpﬁndﬂranco of contercz-2-y literature, much of which

. p 8 . :
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Is very nihilistic in its approach. These incividuals should recall tnat is was,” In

part, the nihilism that existed in pre-Nazi Germany that al lowed th3t regime to

.

perpetrate thgse horrors against human beings and burn all those books in the first

~‘place.’ - . -

We have a movie. rating system in this country based on tiee pnéﬁise that parents
» should decide what their children should see. Perhaps teachers should view Qe books

they are assigning as possiblévmovies, and, 1f the rating is more than a G, seek

parental guidance. Y

. Third argument - One book or a few books will not corrupf a child. | happen to

belleve that people who argue that books can have no negative effect would also have
to agree that they can have no positive ones, that no one was ever improved by.a
*book, that art is trivial, and education, irrelevant. In chapter six of what

Re;dingﬁDoes to People, the authors quote studies to show that reading can change

attitudes and that the less the reade} knows about the complexities of the subject,
the greater the change in the attitude will be. Another study showed that even
small amounts of reading,. fifteen minutes, can proche an attitude change that will -
be measurable at the end of eight months and that the memory offreading is seldom

completely blottedout—F. S.’Eliot, in The Human Parrot, points out the following:

"The fiction that we read affects our behavior toward our fellow man, affects our

patterns of ourselves. When we read of human beings behaving in certain ways with

+ v 3
A

the approval of the author, who gives his benediction to this behavior by his

!
* attitude toward ‘the resuilt of the behavior arranged by himsel ¥, we can be influenced

)

toward behaving in the same way." He\?rgues that the author of a work of imagina- /
iy »

“

tion is trying to affect us whollyﬁas hﬂ:an beings, whether he knows it or not, and

we are affected by it as-human beinés, whether we intend to be or not. s

Most of the objectional material appears in’conTCmporary novels, many times :
ostensibly selected because they are casier to read. Eliot says about sush works, i
"T;;y may have the greatest and Ieas} suspected influence upon us: |t is the ) }
literature which we read with the least effort that can have the easiest and most 1

A ruiToxt provided by ER
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lsidious Influence upon us." 7 9
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Dr. Robert Coldenson, a psychoiogisT, states in The Encyclopedia of Human

.
.

Behavior: ~ ) . .
4 __\\
- . » "The adolescent identifies with heroes in stories and gains vicarious satisfac-

tion «from associating himsalf with these heroes. He uses them as models in con=
structing his 'ego ideal'- the self he would like to become. In their search for
security and abprovai, adolescents are particularly prone to hero worship. ofle: of

&

whe most important problems™in guiding them is to keep their eyes on positive,

. 7
inspiring mode|g."
Ernest van den Haag, psycholanalyst and philosophy professor, says "Books
influence what we feel, what we love and hate, indulge or restrain, cultivate or

repress, and finally, what actions we take." ’ .

" Another argument ii‘ThaT the National Council of Teachers of English, the
American Library Association, aéd other professional éxperfs Eave recommepded
certain books. Don't let yourséT? be intimidated by such seemingly knowledgable
sources. These groups on a national level are extremely liberal and permissive.
Even Newsweek magazine tookf the Mational Council of Teachers of Englis£~+o task
recent!y aning that one of their documents was more a political tract than a set
of educational precepts. It is comforting to know that many of their members on
local levels do not agree with a1t their leaders' pronouncements.

The argument that | hear which | take the greé?os1'excép*ioh to is that
students are exposed *o ali this objecTionable mdterial outside. the schgél,~and use
all those four-letter words so why rot allow such material in the classroom.

_ It would seem to me that if they are o inundate® with it outside of school
that is all the more reasonafor not pPoviding them wiTh‘any more. |f a y%uns#er
reads soméfhinq under the covers with a flashlight, he knows that it is wrong

-and that socicty docs not condone his behavior. [|f he reads it in school, he feels

?

his socicty thinks That this is appropriate for him. | would like to quote from *~

Professor Harry M. Clor in Obscenity and the Public torality.

"People are {nfluenccd by what they think others believe and particularly by

e 2
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vhat they thirk are the common standards of-the community. There are a few individuals
PR - .-

k . .
among us whose basic bcliefs are the result of their owh reasoning and whose moral

-~

opinions de not require the Support of some statle public opinion. The free circula- .

<

tion of obscenity can in time lead many to the conclusion that there Is nothing wrong ~

‘ | - | : <,
- with the values implicit4mTt. Since their open * promufgation is tolerated by the

4 - ]
public, they will come to the conclusion fhat public standards have changes or that
\

there are no puwblic standards. Private s+an?agds are hérdpuf_fo w[ThsTand the effectss
of such an opinion."' ‘ \ .\

. fhere is also the point iha{ it is true that students can avail themselves of
the obsce&e material that is so fre%;y available on the ﬁarke% +6day but they do not

assume that parents know or approve of their doing,so. However, if they are able to -

avail themselves of such material in the schools, they assume their paren%s' tacit

- )

approval .
The last argument | would like to deal with is the one that we must teach  °
students about the real world, that we must gfve them material.that is relevant. )

\ et

Since when was it the funcTi‘on,‘ of the public school to éxpose young people Wévery
facet of the seamy side of life. Shal! we approve.field trips to brofhels\pnd.gay

bars and x-rated moviés? What that tact usually means Is that we are choosing a .

. A

book of inferior literary quality because of its social or political message and it
is likely to have some cbjectionable content. | would like to refute this argument

with some quotes froma book by James Lynch and Bertrand Evans called the High School

English Textbopk.

\

| . A
"Blthough we do not object to the inclusion of contemporary literature, we

t

‘ believé that it should nave the qualities to rccommend it ig addition to its newness, -
v H v 1 - . ——— o .e o '
that it shoutd be at least as distinguished as the earlier picces that it displaces.

" Furthermore, thn classroom prévidcs the opportunity to read what the student may not
choose to read on his own with the teachers assistance. He will have a lifetime to
read contemporary literatute but he may naver again have such a favorable opportunity

to read anything else."
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scem to be not to prepare a student o

"The role of the English teacher would

- read popular literature for which he requires little,or no preparation but to show

him how +6 read and To prefer something beTfer The'weaknuss of such books for use,

—

that is for study, in The classrqom is prinarlly that there is” so Ithle to teach:

1 LY

because they hardly need to be TaughT."

«

PLiTeraT%re is not to be made attractive to students but students are To,ﬁé

attracted fo literature. The latter role is properly the function of the informed

’ ¢ .

and enthusiastic tgacher."
. . ¢ \

‘Haf have long hampered English )

LN

nanely, what ls'greaT is dnffnculT that what |s

"Certain prevalent but nonsensical equations

studies shéuld be aSolishcd:

difficult is unln?eresftnq, that uhgT is wninteresting is unteachaple. Ne:Ther

, editors nor tgachers should be afraid of giving students what |s gcod for them.

R ’ . ) - ' . -, )
If studemts knew whaf was good for them, They would neiTher need +eaqhors nor

textbooks. We mus+ asstime that the real basis of’ educaTton is the'as qumPTiOn Thaf'-
* )

»

: Is IlTera+ure.

allgig‘ncun'@es trom
s ‘

&

-

.

>

.
.

»

Those who know more tan glve a fair knowuedge t5 those who Temporarlly know less
The greater glff that English teachers and editors of Engllsh books have TQ give

?he vapld theories +haf advocaTe teaching the whole.chi1d removing

’

his pcth and being permissive at every turn cannot be al lowed

to put in jeopardy the literacy of the whole nation."
Newsweek pointed out that one of the reasons Johnny cafi't write "is that he is

IS

\ no longer exposed to the wide range of rcading @,STudenT must have if he is to learn

: 7 .
Before closing, | do want to point out that A~am awarc there are parents who

to write clearly! - g

*go too far und wamt only Whe most innocuous of materials, objecting io practically

»

evcryThing. l noticed that their excesses are afways used as examples of how ‘!
s . : ’

*  “ridiculous it is to question books while fhe really objectionable malerial is never

‘quchd. | think the public schools hav% to striye for the middle ground, that which
wull insure thg greatest freedom to the most poople. Then thos e parents who want to
Q

[:R\!:)oqe Thcir chlldrcn to more maturé matter have

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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every right and opportunity to do go




* " while thosas parents who do not, have not been forced to.

v

In summary, it is the responsibiIQTy of the school board to establish a policy

. P .
dealing with textbook setection. It is"ifficulf for boards to adopt any regulations

that inhibit in any way teacher choice for fear of oeing labeled. MNevertheless, it is

the board's obtigation to ascertain its constituents' wishes, to represent those

wishes, To:provide for procedures fair to everyone, fo datermine what will stand up

in court in order to save their district future court costs, and to form a considered
A s
' opinion on this potentialiy voiatile issue that they can comfortably and honestiy

.- a , . ) .
. \~ defend. o . \\
. g . \\
» > \
e : \
¢ . .
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